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Abstract

Background: Cancer is the leading cause of deaths in the world. A widening disparity in cancer burden has emerged
between high income and low-middle income countries. Closing this cancer divide is an ethical imperative but there is
a dearth of data on cancer services from developing countries.

Methods: This was a multi-center, retrospective observational cohort study which enrolled women with breast cancer
(BC) attending 8 participating cancer centers in Malaysia in 2011. All patients were followed up for 12 months from
diagnosis to determine their access to therapies. We assess care performance using measures developed by Quality
Oncology Practice Initiative, American Society of Clinical Oncology/National Comprehensive Cancer Network,
American College of Surgeons’ National Accreditation Program for Breast Centers as well as our local guideline.

Results: Seven hundred and fifty seven patients were included in the study; they represent about 20% of
incident BC in Malaysia. Performance results were mixed. Late presentation was 40%. Access to diagnostic and
breast surgery services were timely; the interval from presentation to tissue diagnosis was short (median = 9 days),
and all who needed surgery could receive it with only a short wait (median = 11 days). Performance of radiation,
chemo and hormonal therapy services showed that about 75 to 80% of patients could access these treatments timely,
and those who could not were because they sought alternative treatment or they refused treatment. Access to
Trastuzumab was limited to only 19% of eligible patients.

Conclusions: These performance results are probably acceptable for a middle income country though far below the
95% or higher adherence rates routinely reported by centres in developed countries. High cost trastuzumab was
inaccessible to this population without public funding support.
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Background
Cancer is the leading cause of deaths and disability in
the world, and a widening disparity in cancer burden has
emerged between high income and low-middle income
countries (LMIC) [1,2]. Once thought to be exclusively a
burden for developed countries, developing countries
today bear an increasing proportion of the burden; In
1970, 15% of newly reported cancers were in developing
countries, compared with 56% in 2008 [3]. By 2030, the
proportion is expected to be 70% [3-5]. This is due to
population growth, ageing and changing lifestyles (smok-
ing, diet etc.). Developing countries also bear an increas-
ing share of the burden in cancer deaths; two-thirds of
the 7 · 6 million deaths every year from cancer world-
wide occur in LMIC [4,5]. This is due to improving sur-
vival in developed countries in the past 3 decades as a
result of earlier detection and new and more effective
treatments [6], but little of these advances are accessible
to most people in LMIC.
Closing this cancer divide between rich and poor

countries is not just an ethical imperative. There is
sound economic justification too for reducing avoidable
cancer deaths which are costly in economic productivity
terms. The Global Task Force on Expanded Access to
Cancer Care and Control in Developing Countries has
recently presented a compelling case for comprehensive
action on expanded access to cancer care and control
[1,2]. In responding to its call for action, we had
reviewed the cancer care services in Malaysia, a middle
income country, and it was immediately obvious there
was hardly any data at all to inform national cancer care
planning. Similarly there is little granularity to the per-
formance of cancer services in other developing coun-
tries too.
Evaluating the performance of cancer services however

is challenging. Unlike for HIV, with which cancer care is
often compared [7], where access could simply be mea-
sured by the number of HIV patients treated with anti-
retroviral drugs, there is no simple method for measuring
access to cancer care. Cancer care is far more complex
and multi-faceted. Early diagnosis is important, which re-
quires an active screening service and tissue diagnosis;
tumor characteristics are heterogeneous and there are
multiple treatment modalities which have to be individu-
ally tailored guided by specific tumor characteristics while
taking into consideration patient’s preference and local
availability of treatments. Cancer is increasingly a chronic
disease and its care could stretch over years, which further
complicates its measurement.
Fortunately, there have been recent advances in the

development of evidence based rigorous and scientific-
ally sound performance metrics [8-12]. These measures
basically recommend a specific treatment modality for a
sub-group of cancer patients defined by specific tumor
characteristics, and further specify a time interval from
diagnosis when treatment should be initiated. These mea-
sures have been adopted by national bodies tasked with
healthcare quality oversight such as the National Quality
Forum in US [13]. This has helped standardize the collec-
tion of cancer care data and enable the evaluation of the
extent to which cancer care in a country adhere with
current evidence as described by the performance mea-
sures. It has also helped identify factors contributing to
sub-optimal care, so that appropriate strategies and inter-
ventions could be implemented to improve the delivery of
services.
We adopted these performance metrics to measure

performance of cancer care services in Malaysia, a mid-
dle income developing country in South East Asia with a
population of 28.9 million and GDP per capita of RM
30,420 (~USD9,000) in 2011 [14]. In 2012, Malaysia’s
age standardized cancer incidence was 143.6 per 100,000
population, cancer mortality 85.8 per 100,000 popula-
tion, giving a Mortality: Incidence ratio of 60% [15]. His-
torically, the Malaysian health care system, like other
former British colonies such as Hong Kong and Sri
Lanka in the region, has retained a tax-funded public
health service, much like the British National Health
Service, alongside a private sector in a mixed health
economy. However, as the economy matures, the pri-
vate health sector, largely financed by private insur-
ance, employer provided benefits or out-of-pocket
payment has become increasingly sizeable. In 2006, an-
nual health spending was 4.3% of GDP, of which public
and private finance accounted for 45% and 55% re-
spectively [16]. Finance and provision for cancer care
in Malaysia follow the same public-private split; the
public sector where patients receive publicly funded
therapy and the private sector where patients pay out
of pocket or their health insurance or employers fund
treatment.

Methods
We conducted a multi-center, retrospective observa-
tional cohort study to measure the performance of
breast cancer care services in Malaysia. A central ethics
committee, the Ministry of Health’s Medical and Re-
search Ethics Committee, has approved the study and
granted waiver from the requirement to obtain individ-
ual informed consent from patients. The waiver is justi-
fied by this being an observational study based entirely
on data abstracted from medical record, and that such
data are already routinely collected for healthcare quality
assurance purpose.

Study population
The study population consisted of women with breast
cancer diagnosed in year 2011. The 9 largest cancer



Table 1 Performance measures for evaluating breast
cancer care services in Malaysia

# Performance measure Source

Diagnostic services

Pathology report confirming malignancy QOPI [8,9]

Biomarker information QOPI [8,9]

Treatment services

Surgery for women under age 70 with
Stage I to III breast cancer within 60 days
of date of diagnosis

Malaysian guideline
[17]
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centres (centers with 2 or more mega-voltage machines)
from both the public and private sector in Peninsular
Malaysia were invited to participate of which 8 agreed
to. Each centre was required to enroll all patients diag-
nosed and treated in the year 2011. Only Malaysian pa-
tients with primary breast carcinoma are included. Cases
are identified through hospital register as well as opera-
tive surgery, chemotherapy and radiotherapy records.
Case ascertainment for 3 of the centers was independ-
ently verified to be complete (100%).
Adjuvant multi-agent (combination)
chemotherapy for women under age 70
with Stage I (T1c) to III ER/PR negative
breast cancer within 120 days of date
of diagnosis

ASCO-NCCN [10,11]

Radiation therapy for women under age
70 with Stage I to III breast cancer who
had breast conserving surgery for breast
cancer within 1 year (365 days) of date
of diagnosis

ASCO-NCCN [10,11]

Radiation therapy for women under age
70 who had mastectomy for breast cancer
with node + (four or more positive regional
lymph nodes) within 1 year (365 days) of
date of diagnosis

NAPBC [12]

Tamoxifen or Aromatase Inhibitor for
women greater than age 17 with Stage
I (T1c) to III ER or PR positive breast cancer
within 1 year (365 days) of date of diagnosis

ASCO-NCCN [10,11]

Trastuzumab therapy for women greater
than age 17 with Stage I (T1c) to III HER2
positive breast cancer within 1 year
(365 days) of date of diagnosis

QOPI [8,9]
Study assessment and definitions
At enrollment, data were abstracted from patients’ med-
ical and histo-pathology (HPE) reports by trained data
collectors. Demographic data abstracted include age, sex
race and nationality; tumor characteristics include histo-
logic type, grade, location, extent, and size; lymph node
and distant organ metastases. Staging of disease was
based on the American Joint Committee on Cancer
(AJCC 7th Edition) criteria. AJCC stage I or II disease
were considered early breast cancer (EBC), stage III lo-
cally advanced BC (LABC) and stage IV metastatic BC
(MBC). After enrollment, all patients were followed up
for 12 months to collect data on their subsequent expos-
ure to cancer-directed therapies, which were abstracted
from medical, operative surgery, chemotherapy and radio-
therapy records.
For the purpose of measuring breast cancer care per-

formance, we adopted the performance measures (Table 1)
developed by Quality Oncology Practice Initiative (QOPI)
[8,9], American Society of Clinical Oncology/National
Comprehensive Cancer Network (ASCO-NCCN) [10,11],
American College of Surgeons’ National Accreditation
Program for Breast Centers (NAPBC) [12] as well as our
local clinical practice guideline [17].
Independent data audit
A copy of the HPE report was retrieved for all patients
enrolled from all sites to verify tumor diagnosis and
characteristics. In addition, patients’ demographic and
treatment data from 3 sites were also subjected to inde-
pendent data verification against source documents on
site. The accuracy of the collected data with respect to
demographics, surgery, radiotherapy, chemotherapy, hor-
monal therapy and trastuzumab treatment were all >95%.
Statistical methods
Continuous variables are described by summary statistics
such as mean, median, and standard deviation and cat-
egorical (nominal/ordinal) variables by the frequencies
of each category. The precision of the estimates is de-
scribed by 95% confidence interval (CI).
Results
The 8 participating centres enrolled a total of 889 patients
in 2011. One hundred and thirty two patients were ex-
cluded because of incomplete data (121 patients for date
of diagnosis, 11 for tumor staging). Thus the final sample
size was 757 subjects, which represent about 20% of all in-
cident breast cancers in Malaysia in 2011.

Patients’ demographic and tumor characteristics
Table 2 shows the patients’ demographic and tumor
characteristics. The mean age of the women was only
53 years; about 40% was aged <50 years. 61% of patients
were diagnosed with Early Breast Cancer (Stage 1 or 2,
EBC), another 27% with Locally Advanced Cancer and
11% with late stage metastatic cancer. 65% were ER+,
57% PR+, 28% HER2+ and 12% triple negative.

Cancer care performance
Table 3 summarizes the performance results of Malaysian
cancer diagnostic services. For patients first presenting at
a treatment centre, it took a median of 9 days to arrive at
a diagnosis of cancer. All patients (100%) had a pathology
report confirming malignancy. One hundred and seventy



Table 2 Patient and tumor characteristics at diagnosis

Patient
characteristics

Statistics Results

Number of
patients

Number 757(100%)

Age, years Mean (SD) 53(11)

Median (IQR) 53(46, 61)

(Min, Max) (23, 87)

Age distribution No. (%) age < 40 88(12)

No. (%) age 40 to 49 199(26)

No. (%) age 50 to 59 262(35)

No. (%) age > =60 208(27)

Sex No. (%) male 0(0)

No. (%) female 757(100)

Race No. (%) Malay 264(35)

No. (%) Chinese 377(50)

No. (%) Indian 95(13)

No. (%) Orang Asli 1(0)

No. (%) Bumiputera Sabah 0(0)

No. (%) others 20(3)

Stage at diagnosis* No. (%) Early Breast
Cancer (EBC)

463(61)

No. (%) Locally Advanced
Breast Cancer (LABC)

207(27)

No. (%) Metastatic Breast
Cancer (MBC)

87(11)

Tumor size* No (%) T1 (1 to 20 mm) 207(27)

No (%) T2 (21 to 50 mm) 246(32)

No (%) T3 (> 50 mm) 80(11)

No (%) unknown 224(30)

Regional node* No (%) negative node 206(27)

No (%) 1–3 positive node 117(15)

No (%) 4–10 positive node 75(10)

No (%) >10 positive node 49(6)

No (%) unknown 310(41)

Tumor histology* No (%) infiltrating duct
carcinoma, NOS

653(86)

No (%) intraductal carcinoma,
non-infiltrating, NOS

25(3)

No (%) other carcinomas 79(10)

Grading* No (%) grade 1 50(7)

No (%) grade 2 261(34)

No (%) grade 3 256(34)

No (%) no information 190(25)

Biomarkers No. (%) ER+ 494(65)

No. (%) missing information
on ER

37(5)

No. (%) PR+ 434(57)

No. (%) missing information on PR 40(5)

Table 2 Patient and tumor characteristics at diagnosis
(Continued)

No. (%) ER+/PR+ 516(68)

No. (%) missing information on ER & PR 36(5)

No. (%) HER2 ISH + or IHC + if ISH
missing or unknown

209(28)

No. (%) missing information on HER2 169(22)

No. (%) HER2 - 379(50)

No. (%) Triple positive (ER+, PR + HER+) 95(13)

No. (%) Triple negative (ER-, PR- HER-) 94(12)

No. (%) missing information ER, PR
and/or HER

173(23)

*Results on Staging and Histologic findings (tumor size, node, histology grade)
may not be consistent with one another because data on the former were
abstracted from patients’ medical records or treatment plan while latter were
abstracted from histo-pathology report submitted by participating sites.
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three patients however had no information on one or
more tumor biomarkers (5% ER, 5% PR and 22% HER2).
Table 4 summarizes the performance results of Malaysian

cancer treatment services. Breast cancer surgery was
highly accessible; 671 (89%) patients had surgery with a
median time from diagnosis to surgery of only 11 days.
Only 25% of patients underwent breast conserving
surgery.
Performance for the 3 treatment modalities, radiation,

chemotherapy and hormonal therapy, were comparable.
Four hundred and seventy three (62%) patients had
chemotherapy with a median time from diagnosis to
treatment of 51 days. Most had an alkylating agents (95%),
anthracycline antibiotics (86%) or anti-metabolites (76%);
only 41% of patients had a taxane. 75% of patients eligible
for chemotherapy had care that adhere with the perform-
ance measure and received therapies within the prescribed
time.
Four hundred and sixty nine (62%) patients had radio-

therapy with a median time from diagnosis to treatment
of 194 days. Half of them had whole breast external ir-
radiation while 38% had tumour bed (boost) irradiation.
Table 3 Performance of cancer diagnostic services for a
breast cancer cohort in Malaysia, in year 2011

# Performance of cancer diagnostic services N = 757

1. Median (IQR) duration from first presentation
at site to diagnosis, days

9(4, 9)

2. Number (%) of patients with Pathology report
confirming malignancy

757(100)

3. Number (%) of patients with information on ER 720(95)

4. Number (%) of patients with information on PR 717(95)

5. Number (%) of patients with information on HER2 588(78)

6. Number (%) of patients without information on
ER or PR or HER2

173(23)



Table 4 Performance of cancer treatment services for a breast cancer cohort in Malaysia in year 2011

# Performance measures for cancer treatment
services

Number of patients eligible
for inclusion for the
performance measure

(Denominator)

Percent of patients
whose care adhere
with performance

measure

95% CI of percent of
patients whose care adhere
with performance measure

1. Patients under age 70 with Stage I to III Breast
cancer who received Surgery within 2 months of
diagnosis

610 82% (79, 85)

2. Patients under age 70 with Stage I (T1c) to III ER/PR
negative Breast cancer who received
Chemotherapy within 4 months of diagnosis

171 75% (68, 81)

3. Patients under age 70 with Stage I to III Breast
cancer who received Radiation therapy after breast
conserving surgery within 1 year of diagnosis

159 77% (69, 83)

4. Patients under age 70 Node + Breast cancer who
received Radiation therapy after mastectomy within
1 year of diagnosis

89 81% (71, 88)

5. Patients under age 70 with Stage I (T1c) to III ER or
PR positive Breast cancer who received Tamoxifen
or AI within 1 year of diagnosis

428 76% (72, 80)

6. Patients under age 70 with Stage I (T1c) to III HER2
positive Breast cancer who received Trastuzumab
within 1 year of diagnosis

172 19% (14, 26)
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77% of eligible patients had radiotherapy after breast
conserving surgery within the prescribed time, while
81% who had radiotherapy after mastectomy had care
that adhered with the performance measure. Four hun-
dred and thirty (57%) patients had hormonal therapy
with a median time from diagnosis to treatment of
171 days. Most had tamoxifen (85%), only 13% of pa-
tients had an aromatase inhibitor. And 76% of eligible
patients had care that adhered with the performance
measure. For a subset of these patients (N = 89) whose
care did not adhere with the performance measures, fur-
ther investigations showed the common reasons for
non- adherence were the patients having sought care in
another centre (33%), sought alternative or traditional
treatment (16%) or they had refused treatment (50%).
For patients with HER2 positive cancer, access to tar-

geted therapy (trastuzumab) was very limited; only 19%
of eligible patients could be treated.
Discussion and conclusion
Breast cancer is a common disease across the world but
outcomes vary significantly between high and low income
countries. Most women diagnosed with breast cancer in
high-income countries can reasonably expect to be cured
and enjoy a long life expectancy. Such progress has been
made possible by screening programmes that enable early
detection and by the use of multiple modality treatments.
However, in low and middle income countries, under-
resourced and under-performing health services continue
to fail to deliver adequate screening and treatments lead-
ing to poor outcomes for patients with breast cancer.
In the year 2011, we measure the performance of
breast cancer care to inform our advocacy for better
cancer services in Malaysia. The study sample is large
(20% of incident cases in 2011) but it is not likely to be
representative of the population it aims to describe. The
cancer care performance results presented here are likely
to be better than they really were (optimistic bias).
Firstly, patients were enrolled from 8 of the 9 leading
cancer centers in Peninsular Malaysia where cancer spe-
cialist manpower and physical infrastructure are concen-
trated. Clearly large number of BC patients in Malaysia
received care in less well-resourced settings and they are
not included in this study. Secondly, only patients with
complete data can be included in the performance meas-
ure analysis. For example, for the measure “Patients
under age 70 with Stage I to III ER/PR negative Breast
cancer who received Chemotherapy within 4 months of
diagnosis”, to be included in this analysis require a pa-
tient to have complete data (non-missing) on date of
diagnosis and date treatment was started, details on sta-
ging (T1c or Stage II or III), ER and PR, age (18–
69 years) and treatment course (only the first is
counted). However as shown in Table 2, critical data to
inform clinical decision making were frequently missing
(30% for tumor size, 22% for HER2 etc.) in the real
world practice in developing countries. In so far that pa-
tients with more complete information are likely to re-
ceive better care, the results are optimistically biased.
Thus, the cancer care performance results presented
here represent the upper bound of what is achievable in
a middle income country. The results however are un-
likely to be affected by selection bias due to selective
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enrolment as we had 100% case ascertainment within
centres. Similarly selective reporting is also unlikely as
an independent audit has verified the accuracy of the
data. The estimate of non-adherence with performance
measure does not take into account individual physician
practice style or patient preference; the performance mea-
sures were designed to ignore such considerations [10].
The performance results were mixed. Late presenta-

tion was 40% which is the same as more than 10 years
ago when this was first reported [18,19], indicating little
progress at all in cancer screening services in the past
10 years, notwithstanding stage shift due to changes in
AJCC definition over the years. On the positive side, we
found timely access to diagnostic and breast surgery ser-
vices. The interval from presentation to tissue diagnosis
was short, and all who needed surgery could receive it
with only a short wait. Performance of radiation, chemo-
therapy and hormonal therapy services were probably
acceptable. About 75 to 80% of patients could access
these treatments in a timely fashion, and those who
could not were because they sought alternative treat-
ment or treatment elsewhere, or they simply refused
treatment. These performance results are probably cred-
itable for a middle income country though obviously
they are far below the 95% or higher adherence rates
routinely reported by many centres of excellence in de-
veloped countries [20-23]. Access to trastuzumab was
the only problematic area in Malaysian cancer care. This
was entirely due to the high cost and inadequate public
funding for the treatment.
The results presented here merely describe the mean

performance of the cancer care provided by 8 leading
centers in Malaysia, 2 of these centres are publicly
owned. We did not address the likely variation in cancer
care performance between centres or between public
and privately owned centres for several reasons. The
study protocol explicitly prohibits comparative perform-
ance analysis between centres. This was necessary to at-
tract centers to voluntarily contribute data to this study
mostly at their own expense. Besides the sensitivity of
comparative performance analysis, defining whether a pa-
tient is private or public is not straightforward in a highly
fragmented cancer care system, such as the one in
Malaysia. The boundary between centers are ill-defined
and porous. One of the public centre in our sample also
treat fees paying patients within the same centre alongside
public patients. Another public hospital in the sample rou-
tinely outsource radiotherapy services to private centres.
Oncologists in public hospitals commonly (probably al-
most all of them) practice privately and many of their pri-
vate patients see them in their public practice too and vice
versa. And finally in the course of their cancer care, all pa-
tients frequently move between centres whether within
the public or private sector or between the 2 sectors.
A high performing health service is crucial to translat-
ing medical advances into improved health for the popu-
lation. To our knowledge, this is the first time cancer
service in a developing country has been subjected to
measurement using standardized performance metrics.
Clearly there is room for improvement. The results are
useful too as a baseline against which future improve-
ment will be measured. The results also highlight the
importance of routine performance measurement in
healthcare, which is under-developed in many develop-
ing countries despite their high cancer burden [24]. In-
vestment in health without monitoring the return on the
investment and without holding the recipients of health
funding and providers of healthcare accountable would
be unconscionable [25].
Many strategies and solutions have been proposed to

improve cancer services in developing countries [1,26,27].
First, the fragmented cancer services typically found in
many middle-income countries including Malaysia need
to be reformed; we should explore novel models of care
delivery [28,29]. Second, the innovative financing, pricing
and procurement strategies which had successfully aided
the fight against communicable diseases such as HIV/
AIDS, could similarly be employed in cancer care to im-
prove access to high cost medicines. The pharmaceutical
industry has been responsive to the needs of developing
countries by offering “access schemes” [7] or second brand
product [30] which substantially reduce prices and render
the treatment more accessible. Ultimately, leadership and
advocacy for cancer care needs to be strengthened. Cancer
service in Malaysia as described in this study has much to
learn yet from other high cost services such as dialysis.
Able leadership and the will to radically reform the finan-
cing and delivery of dialysis service informed by rigorous
health policy research were crucial to achieving universal
access to dialysis in Malaysia [31]. We need to do the
same for cancer care.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests, whether of the financial or
non-financial kind.

Authors’ contributions
GCCL, ENA, GFH, CHY, NAT, KJC, JD, MMA, AKM, KFH, KR, CML, KWL, IAW and
TOL jointly conceived the study idea, wrote the report and provided subject
matter expertise. TOL in addition, designed the study, manage the project
and data and conducted the data analysis. All authors read and approved
the final manuscript.

Acknowledgement
We wish to thank all those whose names are not mentioned here who
render their excellent service especially during the data collection and data
cleaning. The full list of contributors for this study, which constitute the
HPMRS Breast Cancer Study Group, can be obtained at web appendix; http://
www.hrms.com.my/hpmrs/page.jsp?content=pHome.

Funding disclosure
The HPMRS Breast Cancer study was funded by Mahkota Cancer Centre;
Sime Darby Medical Centre; Mount Miriam Cancer Hospital; Nilai Medical

http://www.hrms.com.my/hpmrs/page.jsp?content=pHome
http://www.hrms.com.my/hpmrs/page.jsp?content=pHome


Lim et al. BMC Cancer 2014, 14:212 Page 7 of 7
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2407/14/212
Centre; Gleneagles Medical Centre Pinang; Beacon International Specialist
Centre and Roche Malaysia.

Author details
1Kuala Lumpur Hospital, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia. 2Universiti Malaya Medical
Centre, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia. 3Mahkota Cancer Centre, Melaka, Malaysia.
4Sime Darby Medical Centre, Petaling Jaya, Malaysia. 5Mount Miriam Cancer
Hospital, Pulau Pinang, Malaysia. 6Nilai Medical Centre, Nilai, Malaysia.
7Gleneagles Medical Centre Pinang, Pinang, Malaysia. 8Beacon International
Specialist Centre, Petaling Jaya, Malaysia. 9ClinResearch SB, Kuala Lumpur,
Malaysia.

Received: 10 July 2013 Accepted: 6 March 2014
Published: 20 March 2014
References
1. Global Task Force on Expanded Access to Cancer Care and Control in

Developing Countries: Closing the cancer divide: a blueprint to expand access
to low and middle income countries. Boston, MA: Harvard Global Equity
Initiative; 2011. http://ghsm.hms.harvard.edu/programs/ncd/ (accessed 3
Feb 2013).

2. Farmer P, Frenk J, Knaul FM, Shulman LN, Alleyne G, Armstrong L, Atun R,
Blayney D, Chen L, Feachem R, Gospodarowicz M, Gralow J, Gupta S,
Langer A, Lob-Levyt J, Neal C, Mbewu A, Mired D, Piot P, Reddy KS, Sachs JD,
Sarhan M, Seffrin JR: Expansion of cancer care and control in countries of
low and middle income: a call to action. Lancet 2010, 376:1186–1193.

3. Boyle P, Levin B: World Cancer Report 2008. Lyon: International Agency for
Research on Cancer; 2008.

4. Beaulieu N, Bloom D, Bloom R, Stein R: Breakaway: The Global Burden of
Cancer—Challenges and Opportunities. A Report from the Economist Intelligence
Unit. 2009. https://assets-livestrong-org.s3.amazonaws.com/media/
site_proxy/data/c49ced3068f7205319cb1edf653dd91e0baee3ba.pdf
(accessed July 27, 2010).

5. Ferlay J, Shin HR, Bray F, Forman D, Mathers C, Parkin DM: GLOBOCAN 2008:
Cancer Incidence and Mortality Worldwide. Lyon: International Agency for
Research on Cancer; 2010.

6. Jemal A, Thun MJ, Ries LA, Howe HL, Weir HK, Center MM, Ward E, Wu XC,
Eheman C, Anderson R, Ajani UA, Kohler B, Edwards BK, Jemal A, Thun MJ,
Ries LA, Howe HL, Weir HK, Center MM, Ward E, Wu XC, Eheman C,
Anderson R, Ajani UA, Kohler B, Edwards BK: Annual report to the nation
on the status of cancer, 1975–2005, featuring trends in lung cancer,
tobacco use, and tobacco control. J Natl Cancer Inst 2008, 100:1672–1694.

7. International CT: Scaling up cancer diagnosis and treatment in
developing countries: what can we learn from the HIV/AIDS epidemic?
Ann Oncol 2010, 21:680–682.

8. Campion FX, Larson LR, Kadlubek PJ, Earle CC, MN N: Advancing
performance measurement in oncology: Quality Oncology Practice
Initiative (QOPI) participation and quality outcomes. J Oncol Pract 2011,
7:31S–35S.

9. QOPI Quality Measures. Available at: http://qopi.asco.org/Documents/
QOPISpring2012MeasuresSummary_000.pdf.

10. Desch CE, McNiff KK, Schneider EC, Schrag D, McClure J, Lepisto E,
Donaldson MS, Kahn KL, Weeks JC, Ko CY, Stewart AK, Edge SB: American
Society of Clinical Oncology/National Comprehensive Cancer Network
Quality Measures. J Clin Oncol 2008, 26:3631–3637.

11. ASCO-NCCN Quality Measures for Breast and Colorectal cancer care. Available
at: http://www.asco.org/ASCOv2/Practice+%26+Guidelines/Quality+Care/
Quality+Measurement+%26+Improvement/ASCO-NCCN+Quality+Measures.

12. National Accreditation Program for Breast Centers (NAPBC): 2012 Breast
Center Standards Manual. Available at: http://napbc-breast.org/.

13. National Quality Forum. Available at: www.qualityforum.org/projects/
ongoing/cancer/index.asp.

14. Department of Statistics, Government of Malaysia. Available at http://mysidc.
statistics.gov.my/.

15. GLOBOCAN 2012. Available at: http://globocan.iarc.fr/.
16. Malaysia’s National Health Account Project: Health Expenditure Report

1997–2006. Kuala Lumpur: Ministry of Health Malaysia; 2008.
17. MOH and AMM Malaysia: Clinical Practice Guidelines: Management of Breast

Cancer. 2nd edition. Kuala Lumpur: Ministry of Health Malaysia; 2010.
18. Devi B, Tang TS, Corbex M: Reducing by half the percentage of late
presentation of breast and cervix cancer over 4 years: a pilot study of
clinical downstaging in Sarawak, Malaysia. Ann Oncol 2007, 18:1172–1176.

19. Hisham AN, Yip CH: Spectrum of breast cancer in Malaysian women:
overview. World J Surg 2003, 27:921–993.

20. Cleveland clinic: Outcome Report Year 2011. Available at: http://my.
clevelandclinic.org/Documents/outcomes/2011/outcomes-cancer-2011.pdf.

21. Central Vermont Medical Center (CVMC) Cancer Program Reporrt of 2011
program Activities. Available at: http://www.cvmc.org/sites/default/files/PDFs/
2012-Cancer-Program-Report.pdf.

22. Maine Medical Center Cancer Institute: Breast Cancer Quality Report on
Clinical Outcomes. 2011. Available at: http://www.mmc.org/workfiles/
mmc_oncology/BreastCareQualityGuide_FNL.pdf.

23. Shaw Regional Cancer Center: 2012 Annual Report. Available at: http://www.
shawcancercenter.com/media/219365/shaw_annual_report_2012-small.pdf.

24. Alwan MA, MacLean DR, Riley LM, d’Espaignet ET, Mathers CD, Stevens GA,
Bettcher D: Monitoring and surveillance of chronic non-communicable
diseases: progress and capacity in high-burden countries. Lancet 2010,
376:1861–1868.

25. Roberts I, Jackson R: Beyond disease burden: towards solution-oriented
population health. Lancet 2013, 381:2219–2221.

26. Kulendran M, Leff DR, Kerr K, Tekkis PP, Athanasiou T, Darzi A: Global cancer
burden and sustainable health development. Lancet 2013, 381:427–429.

27. Anderson BO, Cazap E, El Saghir NS, Yip CH, Khaled HM IV, Otero C,
Adebamowo A, Badwe RA, Harford JB: Optimisation of breast cancer
management in low-resource and middle-resource countries: executive
summary of the Breast Health Global Initiative consensus, 2010. Lancet
Oncol 2011, 12:387–398.

28. Lee TH: Care redesign — a path forward for providers. N Engl J Med 2012,
367:5.

29. Porter M: What is value in health care. N Engl J Med 2010, 363:2477–2481.
30. Hirschler B: Insight: chasing cheaper cancer drugs. Reuters London Sun Apr

2012. Available at: http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/04/01/us-cancer-
medicines-idUSBRE83005B20120401.

31. Lim TO, Goh A, Lim YN, Zaki M, Suleiman AB: How public and private
reforms dramatically improved access to dialysis therapy in Malaysia.
Health Aff 2010, 29:2214–2222.

doi:10.1186/1471-2407-14-212
Cite this article as: Lim et al.: Closing the global cancer divide-
performance of breast cancer care services in a middle income
developing country. BMC Cancer 2014 14:212.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://ghsm.hms.harvard.edu/programs/ncd/
https://assets-livestrong-org.s3.amazonaws.com/media/site_proxy/data/c49ced3068f7205319cb1edf653dd91e0baee3ba.pdf
https://assets-livestrong-org.s3.amazonaws.com/media/site_proxy/data/c49ced3068f7205319cb1edf653dd91e0baee3ba.pdf
http://qopi.asco.org/Documents/QOPISpring2012MeasuresSummary_000.pdf
http://qopi.asco.org/Documents/QOPISpring2012MeasuresSummary_000.pdf
http://www.asco.org/ASCOv2/Practice+%26+Guidelines/Quality+Care/Quality+Measurement+%26+Improvement/ASCO-NCCN+Quality+Measures
http://www.asco.org/ASCOv2/Practice+%26+Guidelines/Quality+Care/Quality+Measurement+%26+Improvement/ASCO-NCCN+Quality+Measures
http://napbc-breast.org/
http://www.qualityforum.org/projects/ongoing/cancer/index.asp
http://www.qualityforum.org/projects/ongoing/cancer/index.asp
http://mysidc.statistics.gov.my/
http://mysidc.statistics.gov.my/
http://globocan.iarc.fr/
http://my.clevelandclinic.org/Documents/outcomes/2011/outcomes-cancer-2011.pdf
http://my.clevelandclinic.org/Documents/outcomes/2011/outcomes-cancer-2011.pdf
http://www.cvmc.org/sites/default/files/PDFs/2012-Cancer-Program-Report.pdf
http://www.cvmc.org/sites/default/files/PDFs/2012-Cancer-Program-Report.pdf
http://www.mmc.org/workfiles/mmc_oncology/BreastCareQualityGuide_FNL.pdf
http://www.mmc.org/workfiles/mmc_oncology/BreastCareQualityGuide_FNL.pdf
http://www.shawcancercenter.com/media/219365/shaw_annual_report_2012-small.pdf
http://www.shawcancercenter.com/media/219365/shaw_annual_report_2012-small.pdf
http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/04/01/us-cancer-medicines-idUSBRE83005B20120401
http://www.reuters.com/article/2012/04/01/us-cancer-medicines-idUSBRE83005B20120401

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Study population
	Study assessment and definitions
	Independent data audit
	Statistical methods

	Results
	Patients’ demographic and tumor characteristics
	Cancer care performance

	Discussion and conclusion
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgement
	Funding disclosure
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


